
October 13,2003 

Commiirioner Michael J Coppi 
Federal Communicntions Commisdon 
445 12thStteefNW 
WMhingtD&DC 20554 

Dear Michael C o p ,  

I m ~4% to voice my opposition to my FCC-mandated ndqdon of " h o d c u t  flag teGhnolosy for WmI telcvidon Al n c o m e r  
and citizen, I fed otrongly that iuch a policy would be bnd for hnnvntiot5 CMUUIIIR +tl. d the ultimate sdoptirm of MV 

A robust, competitive market for cMulUmn elactrMici mlut be rooted in rnanufa&x& ability to innovate for theu c u r t m a  ,¶lbwing 
movie mdiou to veto features of DTV-rece@on equipment wlU m b l e  the W o n  to tall technolo@ what new product, they cm 
create Thir wiU r e d t  in producm thnt don't neceonndy reflect what c o m m  lh me ncwUy mt, and it could n m l t  in me being 
charged more money for inferior functionality 

If the FCC i s r~e i  n boadonot flp8 mendate. I would nchlpur bo lens U y  to make m investment in MV-capnble receiven and 0th~ 
equipment I WU not pny more for devlccr h t  limtt my r$b at the behert of Hdi7wood h u e  40 not m d t e  broadcut t lq  
technology for W t n l  tdcvidon Thnnk you for your time 

Sincerely, 

Brent K u p u  
549 Hazel Dell Way 
Snn Jooe, CA 95129 
USA 
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October 14, 2003 

Comrmssioner Michiel J. Copps 
Federal Communlcahons Comnussion 
445 12th Street, NW 
Warhingon, D.C. 20554 

Dear Michael Copps, 

I am wnhng to voice my opposihon to any FCC-mandated adophon of "broadcast fld technology for dgtal 
telemsion. As a consumer m d  mhzen, I feel swondy that such a pokcyvould be bad for mnovahon, consumer 
nghts, and the ultlmnte ndoptlon of DTV. 

A robust compehhve markct for consumer electromcr must be rooted in manufacturers' a u t y  to -ovate for 
thmr customers. Allowing movie studos to veto features of DTV-recephon equpment d enable the stud00 to 
tell technologsts what new products they can create. l h s  4 result m products that don't necessdy reflect 
what consumers like me actually want, and it could result m me b m g  c h q e d  more money for lnfenor 
functlon&ty. 

If the FCC issues a brondcast flag mandate, I would actually be less likcly to m& M mvestment m DTV-capable 
receivers and other equpmmt. I dl not pay more for demccs that h t  my q h t s  at the behest of Hollywood. 
Please do not mandate broidcirt flag technology for &@tal tclmsion. Thmk you for your tune. 

Sincerely, 

Stephen Drozdck 
113 Gazelle Court 
S a n  Antonio, TX 78259 
USA 



October 13. 2003 

Commissioner Michael J Copps 
Federal Communications Commission 
4 4 5  12th Street. HW 
Washington. D C 20554 

Dear Michael Copps 

I an,,writing to voice my opposition to any FCC-mandated adoption of "broadcast 
flag technology for digital television As a consumer and citizen. I feel 
strongly that such a policy would be bad for innovation. consumer rights, and the 
ultimate adoption of DTV 

A robust. competitive market fo r  consumer electronics must be rooted in 
manufacturers' ability to innovate for their customers Allowing movie studios to 
veto features of DTV-reception equipment will enable the studios to tell 
technologists what new products they can create. This will result in products 
that don't necessarily reflect what consumers like ue actually want. and it could 
result in me being charged more money for inferior functionality 

If the FCC issues a broadcast flag mandate, I would actually be less likely to 
make an investment in DTV-capable receivers and other equipment I will not pay 
more for devices that limit my rights at the behest of Hollywmd Please do not 
mandate broadcast flag technology for digital television. Thank you for your time 

Sincerely. 

Michael Keepper 
1309 North Park Avenue 
Herrin. IL 62948 
USA 
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October 13, 2003 

Commissioner Michael J Copps 
Federal Communications Commission 
445 12th Street, NW 
Washington, D C 20554 

Dear Michael Copps 

I am writing to voice my opposition to any FCC-mandated adoption of "broadcast 
flag" technology for digital television As a consuner and citizen. I feel 
strongly that such a policy would be bad for innovation, consumer rights. and the 
ultimate adoption of DTV 

A robust. competitive market for consumer electronics must be rooted in 
manufacturers' ability to innovate for their custoners Allowing movie studios to 
veto features of DTV-reception equipment will enable the studlos to tell 
technologists what new products they can create 
that don't necessarily reflect what consumers like me actually want. and it could 
result in me being charged more money for inferior functionality 

If the FCC issues a broadcast flag mandate, I would actually be less likely to 
make an investment in DTV-capable receivers and other equipment I wlll not pay 
more for devices that limit my rights at the behest of Hollywood Please do not 
mandate broadcast flag technology for digital television Thank you for your time 

Sincerely, 

This will result in products 

Richard Griswold 
E 8 0  NE Providence CT 
APT K301 
Pullman. WA 99163 
USA 
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October 13, 2003 

Commissioner Michael J. Copps 
Federal Communicaaons Comrmssion 
445 12th Street, NW 
Waslungton, D.C. 20554 

Dear Michael Copps, 

I am wntmg to voice my oppoaihon to any FCC-mandated adophon of "broadcast flng" technology for &@tal 
telemsion. As P consumer and ahzen, I feel strongly that such a pohcy would be bad for mnovahon, consumer 
nghts, 2nd the ulhmate adophon of DTV. 

A robust, compeahve market for consumer elect~orucs must be rooted m manufacturers' abiltty to movate for 
thar customers. Allowng mone studios to veto features of DTV-recephon e q u p e n t  d enable the studios to 
tell technolog~sts what n w  products they can create. Tlus d result m products that don't necersanly reflect 
what consumers like me actually wmt, and it could result in me bang chPrged more money for mfeaor 
funchondty. 

If the FCC issues a broadcast flag mnndata, I would actudy be lesa h!dy to mnLe an lnveshnent m DTV-capable 
recmvers and other equpmcnt. I d not pay more for devices that Lmit my n&ts at the behest of Hollywood. 
Please do not mandate broadcast flag technology for +tal telcmsion. 'Thank you for your m e .  

Sincerely, 

D Myron 
337 1st Ave NE 
Issaquah, WA 98027 
USA 



Ernest Phillips 
1100 Olive Drive #217 
Davis. CA. 95616 

Commissioner Michael J. Cows 
Federal Communicatrons Commission 
445 12th Street NW 
Washington. D.C. 20554 

Dear Commissioner Michael J. Copps: 

As a broadcast television viewer and consumer of electronics andcomputer products, I urge the Federal 
Communications Commission to vote against the adoption of a “broadcast flag.” I am outraged that the FCC 
would consider a regulation would restrict the way I enjoy television. 

The broadcast flag is neither UI my interest mr the public’s inwest. It will prevent me fkom watching digital 
broadcast television in the ways I currently enjoy analog broadcast television-for example, I t  will restrict my 
ability to move the v i d e o  I have recorded for personal viewing from room-to--Tcom and placeto-place. 

The broadcast flag will also lock out my computer as a way to watch my favorite shows using my choice of 
software on a plane or train, or to send a television clip of a high school football game to family and friends. 

Furthermre, if computers cannot freely r e i v e  digital television. how can I expect creative developers to 
discover new devices that enable me to use content ffl exciting ways I haven‘t even thought of? I value 
innovative devices like TiVo, Replay’IV and the Windows Media Center PC, which exia tcday because they 
were built to open standards wing mexpensive, ofFtheshelf computer parts. 

If the move to digital television does not make the public’s viewing experience m r e  enjoyable, flexible. and 
exciting. what compelling reason do I have as a consumer to buy new digital television equipment? A prettier 
picture is hardly enough reason for ne to dispense with all my current consumer electronics and computer 
equipment. As a citizen and viewer of broadcast television, I urge you to promote the digital television 
transition by opposing adoption of the broadcast flag. 

Sincerely, 

Ernest Phillips 

1 



October 13,2003 

Commissirma Michael J Coppo 
Fed& C m & n t i m  Commission 
44s I 2th street, Nw 
Wslhulgtom, D C 20554 

Dear Michael Coppo, 

I am 
and citizen, I feel strongly thd mch n policy would be bnd for innovation, c o n m a  +b. pnd the dlimnte adoption of DTY 

A robust competitive market for c m m e r  electronics murt be rnoted in manufsctura' ability to innovate for their c w m m  Wowing 
movie rmdios to veto feahlres of DTV-receptirm equipment will enable h rmdiDi to tcll technolD&ts whnt new productl they C M  

create Thh will r e d t  in products that dm't necclwily radect what cmUMlm likn me ndudly wvmf and it could r e d t  in me b& 
chprged mme money for inferior functionaEq 

If the FCC iwm 0 broadcart flsg mandate. I would petuslly ba len M y  to mnke an mve#tm.nt in DN-cnpnble moeivm mi o h  
equipment I will not pny more far devioes that limlt my r&b at the bchrrt of Hollywood &e do not mandate brondcna flag 
technolow fm di&d television Thank you for your time 

Sincerely, 

Bruce Whits 
550 Lynn Street 
S~Frnn&oo.CA94117 
USA 

to voice my apposition tc nny FCC-mandated ndoptiDn of "broadcast @" technolow for di&d television Al n cM(Umcr 
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October 14, 2003 

Commlssloner MIcnaeI J Copps 
Federal Communlcatlons Commlsslon 
445 12th Street, NW 
Wsshlngton, D c 20554 

Dear Mlchael Copps. 

I am w r h g  tevalce my oppostlon b any FCGmsndated adoptlon d"broadcastflag" technology (or d l g b l  tslevlslon AA a 
consumer and cltlzen, I feel strongly that such a pollcy m u l d  ba bid (or Innmthn.  consumer rlghtw and the ultlrnate 
adoptlon of D N  

A robust, competttfe market for consumer eleetronlcs must be rooted In rnanuhcturen' ab l lb  b Innovate for thelr 
customen Allowlng movle studlos to Yeto features ol DN-receptlon equlprnant wlll enable the studlos to tell tschnologlm 
What new producb they can Create Thla wlll result In productr thnt don't nrcaasarlly reflect whi t  consurnen Ilk me 
actually m n t ,  and It could result In me belng charged more money (or Inhrlor functlonalky. 

I7 the FCC Issues a broadcast flag mandata. I would actunlly be less Ilkely to make an Inwatment In DTV-capable recelvars 
and other squlpment I wlll not pay more for devlces that llmtl my rlghta at the behed of Hollywood Please do not mandab 
broadcast flag technology for dlgltpl tslevlslon Thank you (or your t h e  

Slncerely, 

Jay Rhlne 
117 Laurel Ave 
Toms Rlver, NJ 08753 
USA 

. 



October 14. 2003 

Commlssloner Mlchael J Copps 
Federal Communlcatlons Commlsslon 
445 12th Street. NW 
Washlngton, D C 20554 

Dear Mlchael Copps, 

I am wrklng to volce my opposklon to any FCGmandoted adoptlon of "broadcast flag" technology for dlgllal televlslon A0 a 
consumer and cltlzen, I feel strongly that such a pollcy w u l d  be bad lor Innnvntlon, consumer rlghb, end the ultlmate 
adoptlon of DW 

A robud, compatMe market for consumer electronlei must be rooted In manutscturen' abllRy to Innovate for thelr 
customers Allowlng movle stuclor to veta fertures d DW-receptlon equlprnent wlll enable the studles to tell technologlm 
what new products they can create Thls wlll result In products that don't nacesserlly refleet what consumers Ilke me 
anually want. and It could result In me belng charged more money lor lnhrlor~unctlonalky 

Ir the FCC Issues a broadcast ?lag mandate I would actually be less llkely to make an Investment In DN-capable recetvers 
and Other equlpment I wlll not pay more lor dwlcea that llmn my rlghts at the behest of Hollywood Please do not mandate 
broadcast rleg technology for d lgh l  televlslon Thank you lor your t h e  

Slncerely, 

Valerle Anderson 
419 N Cayuga St %2S 
Ithaca, NY 14850 
USA 



Joshua Clark 
130 N Green Bay Rd 
Thiensville. WI 53092 

Comrmssioner Michael J. Copps 
Federal Communications Commission 
445 12th Street, NW 
Washington. D.C. 20554 

Dear Commissioner Michael J. Copps: 

As a broadcast television viewer and consumer of elemonics andcomputer products, I urge the Federal 
Communications Commission to vote against the adoption of a "brmdcast flag." I am ouwaged tbat the FCC 
would consider a regulation would restrict the way I enjoy television 

The broadcast flag is neithm in my interest nor the public's interest. It will prevent me fim watching digital 
broadcast television in the ways I currently enjoy analog broadcast television-for example, it will restnct mq 
ability to move the video I have recorded for personal viewing f?omroom-to-room and place-to-place. 

The broadcast flag will also lock out m y  computer as a way to watch my favorite shows using my cho~ce of 
software on a plane or train, or to send a television clip of a high school football game to family and friends 

Furthermore. if computers cannot h e l y  recsive digital television. how can I expect creative developers to 
discover new devices that enable me to use content in exciting ways I haven't even thought of? I value 
innovative devices like TiVo, ReplayTV and the Windows Media Center PC, which exist today bemuse they 
were built to open standards using mexpensive, off-the-shelf computer parts. 

If the move to digtal television does not make the public's viewing experience more enjoyable. flexible, and 
exciting, wbat compelling reason do I have as a consumer to buy new digital television equipment? A prettier 
picture is hardly enough reason for me to dispense with all my current consumer electronics and computer 
equipment. As a citlzen and viewer of broadcast television, I urge you to promote the digital television 
transition by opposing adoption of the broadcast flag. 

Sincerely. 

Joshua Clark 

1 
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October 14, 2003 

Commissioner Michael J. Copps 
Federd Communicahons Comrmssron 
445 12th Street, NW 
Washington, D.C. 20554 

Dear Michael Copps, 

I am wnmg to voice my opporthon to any FCC-mandated adoption of "broadcast flag' technology for d t p l  
telension. As a consumer and ahzen, I fed strongly that such a pohcy would be bad for innovation, consumer 
nghtr, and the ulhmate adoption of DTV. 

A robust, compehhve market for consumer electronics must be rooted m manufacturers' abhty to movate for 
t h e i r  customers. Allowing movie studtos to veto features of DTV-reception equpment wll  enable the studtoo to 
tell technolopts what new products they can create. " I u s  ML1 result m product6 that don't necessdy reflect 
what consumers like me actunlly want, and it could result m me bang c h q d  more money for mfenor 
funchonnlty. 

If the FCC issues a broadcast flag mandate, I would actudy be less kkely to m a b  an mvestment m DTV-capable 
receivers and other equipment. I will not pay more for dences that Lrmt my n & t g  at the behest of Hollywood. 
Please do not mandate broadcast flag technology for dtgtal tclmsion. l'hankyuu for your m e .  

Sincerely, 

Jason Wamer 
17805 N 40th St. 
Apt 123 
Phoenix, AZ 85032 
U S A  
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October 14, 2003 

Commlssloner Mlchael J Copps 
Federal tommunlcatlons Commlsslon 
445 12th Street, NW 
Waehlngton, D C 20554 

Dear Mlchael Copps. 

I am wrtlng to volce my opposklon to any FCC-mandeted adopHon of "broadcast flag" technology for dlgttal televlalon As a 
consumer and cltlren. I feel strongly that such a pollcv would be bad for Innomtlon. consumer rlghb. and the ultlmate 
sdoptlon of D N  

A robust competkke market for consumer electronlcs must be footed In manufacturers' ablllty to InnomtCfor thelr 
customers Allewlng movle sfudloa to veto features ol DN-receptlon equlpment wlll enable the studlos to tell technologltts 
what new products they can create Thls wlll result In products that don't necessarily reflect what consumen IIke me 
actually want. and t could result In me belng charged mom money b r  Inferlor lunctlonaltly 

If the FCC lseues a broadcast flag mandate, I would actually be 1699 llkely to make an l n ~ s t m e n t  In DN-capable recetmrs 
and other equlpment I wlll not pay more for devlcas that llmt my rlghb at the behest of Hollywood Please do not mandate 
broadcast flag technology for dlgtel televlslon Thank you for your tlme 

Slncerely. 

Josh Whaler 
7852 WM Rd 
Alpena, MI 49707 
USA 
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October 14, 2003 

Comss ioner  Michael J. Coppr 
Federal Commwcahons C o m s s i o n  
445 12th Street, N W  
Washgton, D.C. 20554 

Dear Michael Copps, 

I m 'ynhng to voice my opposition to any FCC-mandated adophon of "broadcast flag' technology for dtgd 
telemsion. As a consumer and ahzm, I feel strongly that such a policy would be b d  for mnovahon, consumer 
nghts, md the uhmate adophon of DTV. 

A robust, competiuve market for consumer dectromcs must be rooted m mmufacturerr' a u t y  to movatc for 
their customers. Allowing mome studtor to veto features of DTV-reception equipment unll enable the studtor to 
tell technologsts what new products they can create. l h s  d result m products that don't necessdy reflect 
what consumers like me actually wmt, and it could result m me bang c h q d  more money for infenor 
fuchondi ty.  

If the FCC issues a broadcast flng mnndats, I would nctudy be legs hkely to mpke M mveshnent m DTV-capnble 
recavcrr and other equipment. I will not pay more for deplces that h u t  my n&t5 at the behest of Hollywood. 
Please do not mandate broadcast flag technology for digital television. 'Thank you for your m e .  

Sincerely, 

Russell Finn 
411 Prospect Road 
Mount Airy, MD 21771 
USA 



h e s t o  S Martinez 
2754 Thurman ave 
Los Angeles, CA 90016 

Commissioner Michael J. Copps 
Federal Communicanons Commission 
445 12th Street, NW 
Washington D.C. 20554 

Dear Comnussioner Michael J. Copps, 

As a broadcast television viewer and consumer of elecwonics and computer products. I urge the Federal 
Communications Conmssion to vote against the adoption of a "broadcast flag." I find it offensive that the 
FCC would consider a regulation that would restrict the way I enjoy television. 

The broadcast flag IS neither in my interest nor the public's interest. It will prevent me eom watching dgital 
broadcast television in the ways I currently enjoy analog broadcast television-for example. it will restrict my 
ability to move the video I have rmorded for personal viewing from room-to-room and place-teplace. 

The broadcast flag will also lock out my computer as a way to watch my favorite shows using my choice of 
sofiware since I tend to travel a good deal. I also enjoy the idea of being able to edit and produce digital video 
images for myself, my family and as an amateur fdmmaker. 

If I cannot keely receive digital television through my computer. how can I expect creative developers to 

innovative devices like TiVo, RzplayTV and the Windows Media Center PC, which exist today because they 
were built to open standards using inexpensive, off-the-shelf computer parts. 

If the move to digtal television does not make the public's viewing experience m r e  enjoyable, flexible, and 
exciting, what compelling reason do I have as a consumer to buy new'digital television equipment?As a 
cihzen and viewer of broadcast television, I urge you to promote the digital television hamition by opposing 
adoption of the broadcast flag. 

Sincerely. 

Emesto S Martmez 

diooovor now dovioco thot onnblo mo to u30 oontont in onoiting wnya wnnmined pror iody? I v d w  

1 



October 14, 2003 

Commlssloner Mlchael J Copps 
Federal Communlcatlons Commlsslon 
445 12th Street, NW 
Washlngton, C 20554 

Dear Mlchael Copps, 

I am wrnlng to volce my opposklon to any FCCmandated adoptlon of "broadcast flag" technology for dlgltsl telwlalon As n 
consumer and cltlzen. I feel strongly that ouch a pollcy would be bad for Innmtlon, conmumer rlghls, and the ultlmnte 
adoptlon of D N  

A robust, cornpetlthre market lor  consumer electronlcr must be rooted In manufacturers' ablllty to lnnomte lor thelf 
customers Allowlng mwle studlos to veto features of DN-receptlon equlpment wlll enable the studlos to tell technologbts 
what new produrn they can create Thls wlll result In products thst don't necerrarlly rellnct what consumers I l k  me 
actually w n t ,  and k could result In me belng charged more money lor lnlsrlor funcaonallty 

If the FCC ISIUCS a broadcast flag mandate I would actunlly be less llkely to make an Investment In DN-capable recehrs 
and other equlpment I wlll not pay more lor devlces that llmk my rlghta at the behest of Hollywood Please do not mandnte 
broadcaat flag technology for dlgltal televlalon Thnnk you for your the  

Slncerely, 

chrls dooley 
7313 bluff wood cove 
Charlotte NC 28212 
USA 



October 14, 2003 

Commlssloner Mlchael J Copps 
Federal Communications Commlsslon 
445 12h Street, NW 
Washlngton, D C 20554 

Dear Mlchael Copps, 

I am wrnlng to voice my oppostlon to any FCCmandnted adoptlon of "broadcast flag" technology b r  dlgltal Clwlslon As a 
consumer and cltlren, I feel strongly that such a pollcy would be bad for Innwotlon, consumer rlghts, and the ultimate 
adoptlon of D N  

A robust, competth'e market for consumer electronkr mua be rooted In manuhctunn' ablllty to Innovate lor their 
customen Allawing movie studlor to veto brtunr of DlV-nceptbn equlpment wlll enable the studlos to tell technologlsh 
what new products they can create This wlll mruR In preducts that don't neeasaarlly Mlect what consurnan like me 
actually m n t ,  and R could result In me being charged more money (or Inferlor (unctbnallty 

If the FCC Issues a broadcast flag mandate, I would actually be less likely to make an Investment In DTV-capable recahn 
and other rqulpment I wlll not pay more for devices Mat llmtf my rlghts at the behest of Hollywood Please do nat mnndate 
broadcast flag technology for d lgb l  telwlsbn Thank you b r  your time 

Sincerely, 

stwen dale 
p o box 495 
McCloud, CA 96057 
USA 
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October 13, 2003 

Commissioner Michael J Copps 
Federal Communications Commission 
445 12th Street. NW 
Washington. D C 20554 

Dear Michael Copps 

I am writing to voice my opposition to any FCC-mandated adoption of '"broadcast 
flag" technology for digital television As a consumer and citizen, I feel 
strongly that such a policy would be bad for innovation. consumer rights, and the 
ultimate adoption of DTV 

A robust. competitive market for consumer electronics must be rooted in 
manufacturers' ability to innovate for their customers Allowing movie studios to 
veto features of DTV-reception equlpment will enable the studios to tell 
technologists what new products they can create. This will result in products 
that don't necessarily reflect what consumers like me actually want, and it could 
result in me being charged more money for inferior functionality 

If the FCC issues a broadcast flag mandate, I would actually be less likely to 
make an investment in DTV-capable receivers and other equipment I will not pay 
more for devices that limit my rights at the behest of Hollywood Please do not 
mandate broadcast flag technology for digital television Thank you for your time 

Sincerely. 

Thomas Beck 
2115 Winwood St Apt 206 
Las Vegas. NV 89108 
USA 



October 13. 2003 

Commissioner Michael J Copps 
Federal Communications Commission 
445 12th Street. NW 
Washington. D C 20554 

Dear Michael Copps. 

I am writing to voice my opposition to any FCC-mandated adoption of "broadcast 
flag" technology for digital television As a consumer and citizen, I feel 
strongly that such a policy would be bad for innovation. consumer rights, and the 
ultimate adoption of DTV 

A robust. competitive market for consumer electronics must be rooted in 
manufacturers' ability to innovate for their customers Allowing movie studios to 
veto features of DTV-reception equipment will enable the studios to tell 
technologists what new products they can create This will result in products 
that don't necessarily reflect what consumers like me actually want. and it could 
result in me being charged more money for inferior functionality 

If the FCC issues a broadcast flag mandate, I would actually be less likely to 
make an investment in DTV-capable receivers and other equipnent I will not pay 
more for devices that limit my rights at the behest of Hollywood Please do not 
mandate broadcast flag technology for digital television Thank you for your time 

S i ncerel y 

Pete Crapia 
8141 West 98th Street 
Palos Hills. IL 60465 
USA 



richard einhom 
320 Riverside Dr. 
new york, ny 10025 

Commissioner Mchael J. Copps 
Federal Commmcations Commission 
445 12th Street, NW 
Washington, D.C. 20554 

Dear Comssioner Michael J. Copps: 

As a broadcast television viewer and co~lsumer of elecwonics and computer products, I urge the Federal 
Communications Commission to vote against the adoption of a "broadcast flag." I am ouwaged that the FCC 
would consider a regulation would restrict the way I enjoy television. 

The broadcast flag is neither in my interest nor the public's interest. It will prevent me from watching digtal  
broadcast television inthe ways I currently enjoy analog broadcast television-for example, it will restnct my 
ability to move the video I have recorded for personal viewing from rmm-to-rmm and place-tcrplace. 

The broadcast flag will also lock out my computer as a way to watch my favorite shows on a plane or train, or 
to send a television clip of a high school football game to family and Eiends. The benefits of digital television 
are lost when it is less flexible than analog televisionlhis means that my cornpuler should interact with 
dlgital television content and my other consumer electronics at least as well as it currently does with analog 
television 

Furthermore, if computers cannot h l y  receive digital television. how can I expect creative developers to 
discover new devices that enable me to use content in exciting ways I haven't even thought of 1 value 
innovative devices like TiVo and the Windows Media Center PC. which exist today because they were built to 
open standards usmg inexpensive, ofT-th~elfcomputer parts. 

If the move to digital television does not make the public's viewing experience more enjoyable, flexible. and 
exciting, what compelling reason do I have as a consumer to buy new digital television equipment? A prettier 
picture is hardly enough reason for me to dispense with all my current consumer electronics and computer 
equipment. As a citizen and viewer of broadcast television, I urge you to promote the digital television 
transition by opposing adoption ofthe broadcast flag. 

Sincerely. 

richard einhorn 

1 
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October 10, 2003 

Commissioner Michael J Copps 
Federal Communications Comnission 
445 12th Street. NW 
Washington. D C 20554 

Dear Hichael Copps 

I am writing to voice my opposition to any FCC-mandated adoption of "broadcast 
flag" technology for digital television As a consumer and citizen, I feel 
strongly that such a policy would be bad for innovation, consumer rights, and the 
ultimate adoption of DTV. 

A robust. competitive market for consumer electronics must be rooted in 
manufacturers' ability to innovate for their customers Allowing movie studios to 
veto features of DTV-reception equipment will enable the studios to tell 
technologists what new products they can create This will result in products 
that don't necessarily reflect what consumers like me actually want. and it could 
result in m e  being charged more money for inferior functionality 

If the FCC issues a broadcast flag mandate. I would actually be less likely to 
make an investment in DTV-capable receivers and other equipment I will not pay 
more for devices that limit my rights at the behest of Hollywood Please do not 
mandate broadcast flag technology for digital television Thank you for your time 

Sincerely, 

Fred Sanpson 
76 Cutter Dr 
Watsonville. CA 95076 
USA 
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October 10. 2003 

Cammlssloner Mlchsel J Copps 
Federal tommunlcatlons Commlsslon 
445 12th Street, NW 
Washlngton, D C 20554 

Dear Mlchael Copps, 

I am wrtlng to Ydlce my oppostlon to any FCGmandated adoptlon d"broadcastllag" technology lor dlgltal telwlslon A9 a 
consumer and cklren, I feel strongly that such a poky  would be bad lor Innmtlon. consumer rlghk, and the ultlmate 
adoptlan of D N  

A robust, cornpetitwe market b r  consumer electronics rnuat be raated In manuhcturers' ablltly to I n n m t e  lor thelr 
customers Allowlng movle studlor to veta maturer of DN-nceptlon equlprnent wlll enable the studloa to tell technologlsta 
what new products they can create Thla wlll mault In product0 that don't ncasarrlly reflect what eonaumen Ilk me 
actually m n t ,  and n could result In me belng charged more money b r  Inmrbrfunctlonaltty 

Il the FCC Issues a broadcast flag mandate, I would actually be l h s  llkely to makn an Invaatment In DN-capable receivers 
and other equlpment I wlll not pay more b r  dwlcea that llrntl my rlghtl at the beh& of HollyWdod Please do not rnandeta 
broadcast fag  technology Tor dlgltal televblon Thank you lor yourtlrne 

Slncerely, 

Gary O'Brlen 
11901 Meadowpark Ct 
Maryland Helghk, MO 83043 
USA 
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October 10, 2003 

Commssioner Mlchael J. Copps 
Federal Communications Commmion 
445 12th Street, NW 
Washington, D.C. 20554 

De= Michael Copps, 

I am w n m g  to voice my opposition to any FCC-mondnted adoption of "broadcast flag'' technology for dIpd 
telemsion. As a consumer and ohzen, I feel strondy that such a pohcywould be bnd for mnovahon, consumer 
nghts. and the ulamate adoption of DTV. 

A robust, competiave m m b t  for consumer electcoluu must be rooted in manufac~rers '  ddty to wnovate for 
that mstomers. AUowg mone studios to veto features of DTV-recepaon equipment wl l  enable the stud100 to 
tell technolopts what new products they can crentm. %s d result m products that don't necessanly reflect 
what consumers hke me actually wont, and i t  could result m me bang c h w d  more money for rnfenor 
functionality. 

If the FCC issues L broadcast flag mendate, I would actually be less hkely to mpke on investment in DTWcnpable 
recavers and other equipment. I d not pay more for devlces that h t  my n&ts at the behest of Hollywood. 
Please do not mandate broadcart flag technology for dIptaI telemnon. 'Ihmk you for your tunc. 

Sincerely, 

Jason fi t tel l  
389 E. M u  St. 
Uddlebury, VT 05753 
USA 



octnbu IO, 2003 

C O d M n a r  Michael I coppa 
Fed& Communicationi Commission 
445 12th Street W 
WMbgton. D C 20554 

D ~ n r  Michael Copps, 

I MI w&iq  to voice my oppodtion to any ECmandatad adqtbn of " h a d o u t  tb,q technology fm di&al televidon PII L c o ~ l l l l u  
end CitiznS I feel ~ t r o d y  that such a poky  would be bad fm imwvntiw~, crmnvnu rightm, Pnd the ultimate ndoptim of DTV 

A rnbuot. compditive mnrket for connumu Slsotronic~ mud be mated in manufnoturm' ability to h w t a  for their Nlfomen Allow& 
movie uludins to veto feature# of DTV-receptlan equipment wLU enable the stdm to tell tsohnolo&m whnt new pductm they cen 
mate Thir will r e d t  in productl h t  h't n e c e d y  redact what C O ~ Y U ~ C ~  like ma actd ly  wnns and it could relult in me bcing 
chprged more money fm infsrim fmohukity. 

If the FCC umei a broadcast ilag mudate. I would nctudy be Ln Uely to m&a an invemtmant in DW.cnpable receiven and o h ?  
equipment I will not pay more for devien that h i t  my dghb at the behast of H w o o d  meple 40 not m d a t c  bmpdcnn t lq  
technology fm @tal tclwiion Thpnk you for your time 

sincerely, 

Chris Kohler 
1 1 9 ~ v n A v e  
ChUlaVWs. CA 91910 
USA 
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October IO, 2003 

Comrnlssbner Mlchael J Copps 
FedemI Communlcatlons Cornmlsslon 
445 121h Street, NW 
Washlngton. D C 20554 

Dear Mlchael Copps, 

I am wrklng to wlce my opposttlon to any FtGmondated adoptlon ol 'broadcast flog" technology lor  dlgttal televlrlon As a 
consumer and cklren. I feel strongly that such a pollcy wu ld  be bad for Innmtlon. consumer rlghts. and the ultlmate 
adoptlon 04 D N  

A robust. competkke market lor consumer electronlcs mun be rooted In manuhcturen' ablllty to lnnwate lor their 
customen Allewlng movle studlos to veto featurea of DN-reccptlon equlpment wlll enable the studlos to tell techn0loglYts 
what new products they can create Thlr wlll nruk In products thlt don't necuaarlly reflect what consumers I l k  me 
actually want, and It could result In me belng charged more momy lor lnferbr functlenellty 

If the FCC Iswas a broadcast flag mandate I m u l d  iehrally be Ierr Ilknly to makn I n  Investment In DN-capable KiCelvers 
and other equlprnent I wlll not pay more lor devlces that IlmIt my righia at the behest ol Hollywood Please do not mandate 
broadcast flag technology lor  dlgltal televbbn Thank you bl your tlme 

Slncerely, 

Mark Donwan 
I3a Buckley Road 
Auckland, 1003 
New Zealand 
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October IO, 2003 

CDmuninionsr Michd J. Coppi 
PCdarPl ccmmunlcneiDrm ccnlmbdon 
445 11th Stre& Nw 
Wnuhhgtrm. D C 20554 

De= Michael Cqrpn. 

I am wri- to voice my qpooition to any FCC-mnndnted adoption of '"brondcprt 
and I feel ntrw!gly thnt ouch a policy would be bnd feu h v n h  001vumlll' @to. md the u l h a t a  nd+ of Mv 

A robust aompatitve market for comuner elmmndcs must bm rooted m mmufantman' a w  to hnovnta fcn theb aurtmnm AUowitg 
movic €dudin# to veto feeprurcn of I J T V - r a c ~  quipmsnt aill apblc the rmdiDl to td tnchnalogbt~ what mw prod& they can 
create llim will rcrult in produca thpt d m T  m d y  neflsor w4ut cauumrn  like ma nctudy wnnt md It could redt in me bning 
charged m o n  money for infaior htiomliv 

If the FCC isn~~m a broadcart r l q  m d t n .  I would ~hlPUy bo h o  M y  to mako m invalbnml in DTWanpnble recuven and otha 
equipmat I uiU not pay mon  fcn devlcw thpt IMt my rl&hta at the t&& of Hdlywood plsw do nat m d t e  broadcud Uq 
technolow fob dieid telcvidom ?)lanL you for your h e  

techndnw for &tal tclaridm Al n cmmuner 

h m l y ,  

Cot Mocller 
212 Tnylor St 
Twin F&, ID 83301 
USA 
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October 10. 2003 

Commissioner Michael J CODDS 
Federal Communications Comyission 
445 12th Street. NW 
Washington. D C 20554 

Dear Michael Copps 

I am writing to voice my opwsition to any FCC-mandated adoption of "broadcast 
flag" technology for digital television As a consumer and citizen, I feel 
strongly that such a policy would be bad for innovation. consumer rights, and the 
ultimate adoption of DTV 

A robust. competitive market for conswmr electronics must bs rooted in 
manufacturers' ability to innovate for their customers. Alloving movie studios to 
veto features of DTV-reception equipment will enable the studios to tell 
technologists what new products they can create This vi11 result in products 
that don't necessarily reflect what consumers like me actually vant. and it could 
result in me being charged more money for inferior functionality. 

If the FCC issues a broadcast flag mandate, I would actually be less likely to 
make an investment in DTV-capable rmce1vers and other equipment I will not pay 
more for devices that limit ny rights at the behest of Hollyvood Please do not 
mandate broadcast flag technology for digital television Thank you for your time 

Sincerely 

T Kristian Spindler 
1263 California St 
Mountain View. CA 94041 
USA 



T O  Page 1 Of 1 4 30 48 PM, 10110103 5413023099 

October 10. 2003 

Comrmssioner hhchaeel J. Coppi 
Federal Commnc~bhons Commission 
445 12th Street, NW 
Washgton, D.C. 20554 

Dear Wchael Coppr, 

I m wntmg to voice my oppoiihon to any FCC-mandated adophon of “broadcast fl& technology for chgt.1 
televwon. As a consumer and ahzcn, I feel rtrondy that such a pohcy would be bad for movahon, consumer 
nghts, and the ulbmnte adophon of DTV. 

A robust, compehhve market for consuma electronics must be rooted in mnnufacmrers’ aMty  to mnovate for 
their customers. AUoulng mone smdioa to veto features of DTV-recephon e q u p e n t  w d  enable the studios to 
tell technologsts what n m  products they can create. l h s  d result m products that don’t nacessdy reflect 
what consumers like me actually want, and i t  could result m me bang charged more money for rnfcnor 
hnchondty.  

If the FCC issues a broadcast flng mandata, I would acmdy be less likely to m& an mvestment m DTV-capable 
recavers and other equipment. I will not pay more for deplcei that lurut my +ti at the behest of Hollyvrood 
Please do not mandate brodcnst flag technology for &@I telmsion. ?hank you for your tune. 

Sincerely, 

Ben Levitt 
1864 Walnut Dnve 
Mountam View, CA 94040 
USA 
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October 10,2003 

Commbdoner Michnel 1 Copps 
Federal C ~ m m u n i ~ a t i ~ t u  Commhmon 
445 12th Bbect, NW 
Wwhm@on, D C 20554 

Dear Michpal Copp#, 

1 m ktiq to voice my oppodtion to m y  FCC-mandated ndoptiom of t"hdch fb# te&nbgy fm &td telcvirim Al P c o m a  
and citizen, 1 feel .tror@y thnt mch n polby w d  be b d  fm irurCvatioq ccmmn6s r@b. nnd the ultimate adoption of M V  

A mburt, competitive mwket for c c r m m c ~  eleDtmmics mwt be rooted in m m u f n c M  stilly to innovate for uleir curtorman Ahwing 
movie d o #  to veto features of DW.rcception equipment will enable tha rmdioo to tall tsehnologlru what new productr they cnn 
crente This will result in product# that don't nccc#sdy  reflect what c o m m a #  like me s c W y  m t ,  d it could r c d t  in me b c i q  
c h q e d  more money for inferior htionnl i ty  

If the FCC houeo a brondcnnl t lq  mmdmte. I would Mtuplly ba laon liknly to mnka M inverbnnnt in DN-cnpablc rnoSiv6n d other 
equipment I wlll not pay mom for devicn that lhnlt my d$lb at the behcrt of Hollywood. P h u n  do not mandate bropdcUr flq 
technology for digitnl tclevirirm Thnnk you fm your t h e  

sincerely, 

M m h d  Robin 
PMB 122, 12405 Venice Blvd 
Lo# An&#. CA 90066 
USA 



OCtOber IO. 2003 

Commlsaloner Mlchael J copps 
Federal Communlcatlonr Commlsslon 
445 12th Stnet, NW 
Washlngton, D C 20554 

Desr Mlchael Copps, 

I am wrltlng to volce my oppoaitlon to any FCGmandnted adoptlon d "brosdmsl flag" technology for d lgh l  televlslon An B 
consumer and cDlzen. I feel strongly that auch a polley would be bad tar Innontlon, consumer rlghh, and the ultlmete 
adeptlon ol D N  

A roburr, competith'e market bl Consumer electronics must be rooted In manufacturers' ablltty to Innovate tor thelr 
cunomen Allavlng mevle studlos to veto hatures d DN-receptlon aqulpment wlll enable the studios to tell technologle 
what new products they can create Thls wlll result In pmducta that don't necarsarlly reflect what conrumen Ilk me 
aetually wont. nnd tt could result In me belng charged more money for lnhrlor functlonalRy 

It the FCC bauea a broadcasttlag mandate. I wwld actually be lesa Ilkely b make an Investment In ON-capable recelvers 
and Other equlpment I wlll not pay more tdr devlcaa that llmR my rbhb at the behest d Hollwood Plessd do not mandnte 
broadcast flag technology (or dlgltal televlsbn Thank you tar your t h e  

slncerely, 

Clayton Cubh 
152 South 4th Street #2 
Brooklyn, NY 11211 
USA 
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October 10.2003 

Commimdoner Michnel J CDppr 
F e d 4  Communications Commbvion 
445 12th Skeet, NVJ 
Wnahmgtcq D C 20554 

Dear Michnel Copps, 

I am wria to voice my oppomiion to MY FCClnMdsted p d o p t i ~  of r"brondcnmt npe" technology for diBitpl television pu a CO-M 
and ci- I fed atrondy that such n policy would bo bad for innovndon, c ~ ~ m 6  Mta. and the uliimnta adoption of DTV 

A rob* competitive market for c a 1 ~ m 6  &ah&# must ha noted in manufnobxd rbiuty to innovpts for ttku outomera Albwing 
mode dudl~i to veto f e n m i  of DTV-rscepth asUrpmmt dl aabh tho rmdiD# to tall tcchncbgim what new pod- they CM 

mate Thh will r e d t  in producu that dcnr ncccsnrily rehot w+ut caunmcn ltkc mo lchlnuy mt. md it could m d t  in me b e i q  
charged more money for i n f h r  hctindity. 

If the FCC ismi n broadcast flsg mpndate. I would wmrUy ta hi wrely to make M hvorbnsnt in DTV-cnpabla mceivm and other 
equipnent I d not pay mare for dedcei that h i t  my Iiehh at thc bchemt of Hdywmd Please dn not m d t e  broadcast 
technology for &td telcvLiDn Thank you for your time 

Sincerely, 

Mark silvmnan 
2722 WaahiqtOn Avenue 
Chevy chple, MD 20815 
USA 


